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Sabine NWR Hog Damage 
to

Olney’s bulrush
(Schoenoplectus americanus)
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Year

Airboat 

hrs

Airboat   

# killed

Helicopter 

hrs

Helicopter  

# killed

2013 19 12 19 133

2014 0 0 15 65

Hog Removal Efforts

Treatment 

Area

Control 

Area

2013* 3.8% 2.2%

2014 1.3% 2.6%

*  baseline

Year

Percent Marsh Damaged

51% of alligator nests damaged by hogs*

*  Elsey et al. 2012.  Effects of feral swine on alligator nests in LA.  Southeastern Naturalist 11(2): 205‐218

Other Potentially Impacted Species:
‐ Turkeys
‐ Mottled ducks
‐ Rails, bitterns, gallinules
‐ Brown pelicans ?
‐ Colonial seabirds ?
‐ Whooping crane ?
‐ Diamond‐backed terrapin
‐ Sea turtles
‐ Alligator snapping turtle
‐ Turtles & other herptiles
‐ Fiddler crabs

Other Adverse Impacts:
‐ Competition with deer and other wildlife
‐ Agricultural crop damage
‐ Livestock diseases
‐ Human diseases
‐ Levee damage
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Coastwide Feral Swine Control
• Coastal landowners sign‐up to participate

– Provide shapefile of boundary

• CWPPRA pays 100% of APHIS Aerial Shooting
• shoot 2x per year 121,000 acres treated (15 sites)
• shoot 1x per year 242,000 acres treated (30 sites)

• 90* ac damage reduced per site ‐ 1 shoot per yr
• Shoot 2x per year – 1343 ac damage reduced (15 sites)
• Shoot 1x per year – 2685 ac damage reduced (30 sites)

Cost = $4,600,000   hog removal only

($4M + 15% conting.)
* 50% of measured acres
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PPL 27 
Regional Planning Team

February 2, 2107

Region 2
Barataria Basin

Coastwide Floating Marsh 
Creation
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LA-05

Site 1

August 19, 2011

Site 2

Site 3 Site 4
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ft

4 ft

3 ft

18 ft

8 ft

Post or Sub-surface 
Anchor

55 ft

FLOATING TERRACE SECTION (55 ft X 18 ft)

FLOATING MAT UNIT (Design Based on 
CWPPRA LA-05) 

FLOATING MARSH TERRACES 

• Create Floating Marsh Acres

• Reduce Wave Action to Protect Existing 
Floating Marsh

• Create Environment for Expansion of 
Existing Floating Marsh 
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WATER HYACINTH FIELD

Floating 
Barrier

Varies

V
aries

WATER HYACINTH FIELDS

• Potentially create a “platform” upon which “self-
sustaining” floating marsh would form

• Reduce the movement of “free-floating” hyacinth rafts 
that tend to break existing floats apart and drag them out 
of the marsh complex

• Reduce fetch and wave energy which would better allow 
the “floating terraces” to grow and spread

• Reduce fetch, wave energy, and turbidity which would 
improve conditions for growth of submerged aquatic 
vegetation.
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Example layout from LA-05 Final Report (Sasser, et. al, 2010)
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COASTWIDE FLOATING MARSH CREATION

Build on lessons learned in CWPPRA Demo Project (LA-05)

First Installation / Increment 1 (Year 1):

Floating marsh Terraces

Water Hyacinth Fields

Critical Area Bank Repair

Potentially Increased Incentives for Nutria Control

Selection of Area and Techniques via Advisory Group Process similar to LA-39

Subsequent Installations / Increments in Years 5, 8, 11, 14

Project Year Approx $ (Inflated)

1 $3,000,000 

5 $3,402,828 

8 $3,740,065 

11 $4,110,723 

14 $4,518,115 

Total $18,771,732 




